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DETAILED ACTION 

Status of Claims 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 7(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
September 8, 2009 has been entered. 

Claims 2-15 remain for examination. Claims 12 and 15 have been amended. 
Claim 1 is previously canceled. 

Previous Grounds of Rejection 

Regarding Abstract, in the light of the amendment, the objection has been 
withdrawn. 

Regarding claims 2-5, 7, 9-11 and 14-15, the rejection under 35 U.S.C.103 (a) as 
being unpatentable over Hauge et al. (US 3,919,395) stands as generally set in the final 
office action mailed on May 19, 2009. 

Regarding claim 6, the rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over combined references of Hauge et al. (US 63,919,395) and Loewy et al (US 
3,988,420), further in view of Dickey (http:/7jov e.qeol.niu.edu/facultv/dickev/'hcLhtml ) 
stands as generally set forth in the final office action mailed on May 13, 2009. 
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Regarding claim 8, the rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Hauge et al. (US 63,919,395) further in view of Loewy et al (US 3,988,420) stands 
as generally set forth in the final office action mailed on May 13, 2009. 

Regarding claims 12-13, the rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as being 
unpatentable over the references as combined (Hauge et al. and Loewy et al), further in 
view of Watanabe et al (US 4,1 1 3,588) stands. 

Response to Arguments 
With regards to the previous Grounds of Rejection 

The Remarks and the Declaration under 37 CFR 1 .132 filed on September 8, 
2009 is insufficient to overcome the rejection of claims 2-15 based upon rejections as 
set forth in the last Office action because: 

Regarding claim 15, the word "comprising" transitioning from the preamble to the 
entire applicant's claim is open-ended. It is the position of the Examiner to interpret that 
the applicant's claim encompasses other steps such as filtration taught by Hauge et al. 
The following is a quotation of MPEP 21 1 1 .03 which forms the basis for the rejection. 

"The transitional phrases "comprising", "consisting essentially of and "consisting 
of define the scope of a claim with respect to what unrecited additional components or 
steps, if any, are excluded from the scope of the claim. The transitional term 
"comprising", which is synonymous with "including," "containing," or "characterized by," 
is inclusive or open-ended and does not exclude additional, unrecited elements or 
method steps." "In Gillette Co. v. Energizer Holdings Inc., 405 F.3d 1367, 1371-73, 74 
USPQ2d 1586, 1589-91 (Fed. Cir. 2005), the court held that a claim to "a safety razor 
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blade unit comprising a guard, a cap, and a group of first, second, and third blades" 
encompasses razors with more than three blades because the transitional phrase 
"comprising" in the preamble and the phrase "group of are presumptively open- ended. 
"The word comprising' transitioning from the preamble to the body signals that the entire 
claim is presumptively open-ended." 

Regarding the data submitted in the Declaration, the comparison experiments 
carried out at temperature 60 °C which is not in the scope of the claims. 

In addition, these experiments only carried out in one point of the claimed ranges 
(29% P 2 0 5 used, 6% HCI, pH=1 .1 and 3.2, etc.), not the starting and end points of the 
claimed range. Thus, there is no showing that the objective evidence of nonobviousness 
is commensurate in scope with the claims. See MPEP § 716. 

Furthermore, in order to demonstrate the "unexpected results", experiments are 
also need to run right outside of the claimed ranges. 

For example regarding claim 2, applicants are needed to compare the results of 
the present application with Hauge's method, both in the claimed range of pH 0.8-4, 
and at right outside of pH ranges, i. e. pH<0.8 and pH> 4.0. 

Similar requirements are also applied to the claim 3, wherein applicants are 
needed to provide the unexpected results at pH< 4.5 and pH>4.5. 

In view of the foregoing, when all of the evidence is considered, the totality of the 
rebuttal evidence of the critical sequence of neutralization and filtration fails to outweigh 
the evidence of obviousness. Therefore, the rejection with respect to claims 2-15 under 
35 U.S.C.103 (a) as set forth in the last office action stands. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to YUN QIAN whose telephone number is (571)270-5834. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday, 10:00am -4:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jerry Lorengo can be reached on 571-272-1233. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/J.A. LORENGO/ /YUN QIAN/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 1793 Examiner, Art Unit 1793 



